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REMARK.* !} 

AppUcants appreciate the thorough examination of the present application 
that is reflected in the Official Action of March 27. 2003. AppHcants also appreciate 
the Examiner's indication that claims 2 24 would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including aU of the limitations of the base daim and any 
intervening claims. Claims 13, 1517. 19 and 20 axe amended to replace the term 
"received data" with the broader term "in coming information." This amendment is 
made to broaden the scope of these claims, and is not made for reasons related to 
patentability. Claims 13 and 17 are also amended to correct a typographical error 
by changing the singular verb "select" to the plural verb "selects." Claim 25 has 
also been amended to clarify that claim. New claims 28-30 are added. Claims 13-30 
are pending in the appHcation. Reexamination and reconsideration of the 
application are respectftilly requested. 
Art-Based Reiectiftn.q 

Claims 13-14, 17-18 and 25 were rejected under 35 U.S.O. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Irube (U.S. Patent 6,377.818) in view of Tagashira et al. (JP 05- 
145655). Claims 15-16 and 19-20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Irube (U.S. Patent 6,377,818) in view of Tagashira et ai. (JP 05- 
145655) further in view of Nishino et al. (JP 01-311744A). Claim 21 was rejected 
under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over Irube (U.S. Patent 6,377,818) in 
view of Tagashira et al. (JP 05-145655) further in view of Tokano (U.S. Patent 
5,838,577). Claims 26-27 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Irube (U.S. Patent 6.377,818) in view of Tagashira et al. (JP 05- 
146655) further iii view of Rostoker et al (U.S. Patent 5,793.416). 

Apphcants respectfuUy traverse these rejections for at least the following 

reasons. 
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Claim 18 

Claim 13 relates to a mobile communication terminal having a telephone 
function, a data communication function, and a visual telephone function. The 
mobile communication terminal includes: 

a camera including an image sensor which picks up images; 
a display unit which displays images; 

a data type identiJfying unit which identifies whether in-coming 
information is sound data, text data, or image and sound data, based 
on a data type information which was appended in advance as a 
header to in-coming information,- 

a registering unit which stores a plurality of application 
programs including at least an application program for executing the 
visual telephone function; and 

a control unit which selects on a of the annlication prntn-^mf^ in 
cpyyesPOndence with the data type infnr matiQn. that, is appendfid tn in. 
coming information and is identified h y the data tvne idftntif^ nfr ,i«it_ 
and activates the selected application orogranfi. (Emphasis added.) 

Thus, an aspect of the present invention relates to a control unit which 
selects one of the application programs in correspondence with the data type 
information, that is appended to in-coming information and is identified by the data 
type identifying unit, and activates the selected appHcation program. This control 
unit makes it possible to automaticaUy activate an application program suitable for 
the data type of the in-coming information, and can ehminate the need for a user to 
manually activate an appHcation program that is suitable for the in coming 
information after the in'coming information is received. 

In rejecting claim 13. the Official Action states that Irube et al. differs from 
the claimed invention in not specifically teaching: 
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. "a data type identifvinff unit; for identifying whether received 
data IS sound data, text data, or imago data, based on a data 
information which was appended in advance as a header to received 
data, a resist^ring ^nit for storing a plurality of appUcation programs 
including at least an application program for executing the visual 
telephone function and the control unit f nr selecting one of the 
appHcation programs in corresponding with the data type information 
identified by the data type identifying unit and activing the selected 
application program." (Emphasis added.) 

Thus, the OflEcial Action concedes that Irube et al. fails to teach or suggest 
three elements of claim 13. Irube et al. (US 6,377,818) does not disclose any remedy 
for automatically switching a telephone function, a data communication function, 
and a visual telephone function. To supply these deficiencies of Irube et aL the 
0£&cial Action cites Tagashira. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the cited references fail to teach or 
suggest "a control unit which selects one of the appUcation programs in 
correspondence with the data tVPe infarmation. that is annPtiH^d tp in-comin^ 
information an^ is identified by the data type identifa^T,>. T^^it and activates the 
selected application program," as required by claim 13. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the Official Action's characterisation of 
the Tagashira et al. reference is inacciurate. 

Tagashira et al. (JP 05-145655A) discloses a comparison analysis circuit (6) 
for identifying whether the in-coming information is sound data, text data, or image 
data, in order to determine if the call is to be received or not. 

The Abstract of the Tagashira et al. reference discusses that "comparison 
analysis circuit 6 for the communication medium, and the terminal equipment 
activate the comparison analysis circuit 6 to judge whether the inmming caU is 
displayed or the incQming call is reiected when a signal control circuit 2 receives a 
call control signal inputted through a digital subscriber line." (Emphasis added.) 
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However, Tagashira et al. fails to disclose a control unit for activating an 
application program suitable for the data type of the in-coming information. 

The Abstract of the Tagashira et al. reference also discusses that "a signal 
control circuit 2 receives a caU control signal inputted through a digital subscriber 
line and an interface circuit 1 from the network side." (Emphasis added.) There is 
no indication in the Abstract of Tagashira et al. that the signal control circuit 2 
"selects one of the application programs in correspondence with the data typ » 
information, that is appended to the innnmincr i nformation ^d is idftntified bv thf. 
d ata type identifying iJ nit." (Emphasis added.) Thus, based on the Abstract of 
Tagashira et al., it is clear that Tagashira et al, does not teach "a control unit which 
selects one of the appUcation programs in corresnondence with the data i:^ ^ 
information, that is appended to the incomin^r i nformation ^nd is identi^ed bv thp 
data type identif>mig un it, and activates the selected application program," as 
reqxiired by daim 13. 

Consequently, AppUcants submit that the cited references fail to teach or 
suggest at least these recitations of claim 13. Accordingly, the rejection of claim 13 
should be withdrawn. Applicants also submit that the rejections of independent 
claim 17 are patentable over the cited references for at least the same reasons. 
Claims 14-16 and 18-27 are patentable at least by virtue of their dependency from 
claims 13 and 17. respectively, and also because those clahns describe additional 
novel elements and features that are not described in the prior art. Therefore, 
AppHcants submits that these claims are separately patentable, and that the 
rejections of those claims should also be withdrawn. 

As noted above, even if the disclosures of the cited references are combined, 
the present invention is not rendered obvious. Moreover, AppUcants also submit 
that there is no motivation to combine or modify the cited references absent 
impermissible hindsight reasoning gleaned from the present application, and that 
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there is nothing in the cited references that suggests the desirability of such a 
combination. 

Dependent Claims 15^16 and 19^21 

Claims 15-ie and 19-21 depend from claims 13 and 17, respectively, and are 
therefore patentable at least by virtue of their dependency from claims 13 and 17, 
as discussed above. In addition, AppUcants respectfully submits that claims 15-16 
and 19-21 are also separately patentable. 

In rejecting claims 15-16 and 19-20, at page 6 the Official Action concedes 

that the cited refsrences feil to teach or suggest that "neither Irube, Tagashira nor 

Noshino does not specificaUy teaching to audibly output contents of data type 

information via a sound output unit." However, the Official Action concludes that: 

"i* is notoriously old and well knowm in the art of modi^g 
visual notification to audio notification in order to make user friendly. 
Therefore, it recognizes to audibly output contents of data type 
information instead of displaying contents of data type information in 
order to make user friRnHlv " (Emphasis added.) 

Applicants note that claims 15 and 19 require that "the display unit visually 
displays contents of the data type information prior to line connectioTi after 
receiving the in-cominF information." whereas claims 16 and 20 require that "the 
sound output unit audibly outputs contents of data type information prior to line 
connection after receiving the in-cominy information ." 

The Official Action has asserted that the limitations of claims 15-16 and 19- 
20 are well-known. Applicants respectfully traverses tMs rejection, and in the event 
the Official Action seeks to maintain this ground of rejection, requests that the 
Official Action provide documentary evidence that these features would indeed be 
well-known at the time of the pres ent annliRation See MPEP 2144.03. 

AppUcants submit that the cited reference fails to teach or suggest the 
recitations of dependent claims 15-16 and 19-20. Accordingly, the rejection of 
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dependent claims 15-16 and 19-20 based on the cited references should be 
withdrawn. 

Furthermore, claim 21 requires "an attachment status detecting unit which 
detects whether a detachable imaging unit is attached when ... the in-coming 
information includes image and sound data, and the control unit visually or audibly 
informs a message suggesting attachment of the detachable imaging unit." By this 
construction, users can notice that the detachable imaging unit is necessary before 
starting visual telephone function. 

Tokano (USP 5,838,577) discloses means for detecting whether a recording 
device is suitably attached or not. However, Tokano does not relates to a mobile 
communication terminal having visual telephone function, and fails to teach or 
suggest the above Hmitations of daim 21. Therefore, there is no motivation for 
combining the disclosure of Tokano with the other cited references to arrive at the 
construction of claim 21. 

Claims 22-24 have been allowed by the Examiner. 
Dependent Claim 2.S 

Claim 25 depends from claim 17 and is therefore patentable at least by virtue 
of ifs dependency from claim 17, as discussed above. In addition, AppHcants 
respectfully submits that claim 25 is also separately patentable. 

In rejecting claim 25, at page 5 the Of&cial Action concludes that: 

"Regarding claim 25, Irube discloses the detachable image unit 
(4) connected to the body (1) through the camera interface (25) so that 
the body obviously comprises a card slot section (100) and the 
detachable image unit obviously c omprises a slot connector in order to 
connect the body with the detachable image unit (col. 5, line 64 
through col. 6 line 17)." (Emphasis added.) 

AppUcants respectfully traverse this rejection, and submit that the cited 
reference fails to teach or suggest that "the body has a card slot section, the 
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detachable imaging unit has a slot connfirt or whinh c.»r, be inaertPH i^tn 
connected with the cayd slot sectioTi and the output fixim the image sensor can be 
trangmittQd to the body by inserting the slot mnn ector mtx^ the card .slot sBntinn " «c 
required by claim 25. Accordingly, the rejection of dependent claim 25 based on the 
cited references should be withdrawn. 

In the event the Official Action seeks to maintain this ground of rejection, 
requests that the Official Action provide documentary evidence that these features 
would indeed be well-known at the timp nf the nrRsai^t apphcation See MPEP 
2144.03. 

New claims 28-30 

New claims 28-30 relate to a detachable imaging unit. Support for these 
claims can be found in Figs. 6A and 6B, and on page 8 of the present specification. 
Applicants submit that the detachable imaging unit of claims 28-30 is not disclosed 
nor suggested in the cited references. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the apphcation is in 
condition for allowance. Reexamination and reconsideration of the application, as 
amended, are requested. 

If for any reason the Examiner finds the apphcation other than in condition 
for aUowance, the Examiner is requested to call the undersigned attorney at the Los 
Angeles, California telephone number (213) 337-6810 to discuss the steps necessary 
for placing the application in condition for allowance. 
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If there are any fees due in connection with the filing of this response, please 
charge the fees to our Deposit Account No, 50-1314. 

Respectfully submitted, 
HOGAN & HARTSON L.L.P. 

Date: July 22, 2003 By: 

Erin P. MadiU 
Registration No. 46,893 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 

500 South Gxand Avenue, Suite 1900 
Los Angeles, California 90071 
Phone: 213-337-6700 
Pax: 213-337-6701 
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